Dear Howard, Your 4/5/76 Oswald/El sberth memo 4/10/76 

I'm too tired to add anything to this fine piece of work and I do not I'll 

think of anything of consequence later. I was up most of the night working and will now 
take a little nap. However, I did want to read this first. 

Perhaps I can help a little with some info on some of the people. 

My copy is marked where I was going to make suggestions and I'll check them but 
I think in eachs case you later came to what 1 had in mind. Dike prior to your going 
into the intelligence unit I made a note "Red Squad?" (There is a difference in that 
the squad would be part of the unit.) 

The correct name of the alcohol unit may add a dimension. It is Aioohol Tax and 
Firearms. 

I've pursued the Powell thing with the Army. They claim to have no records at all. 

P. 4*. While %son may well have been supplied this by Scott, rather than just 
quoting Scott, his other major collaborator was Jones Harris. Don't forget this or that 
Harris remained a Mixon supporter after Watergate, as late at Thanksgiving 1973. 

If Oswald had had a red squad listing before, and I think it possible from the 
time of "defection," then if it had not been updated this could account for the wrong 
address. However, I don't think any of them were about to acknowledge knowing anything 
at all about him when they could claim the FBI had not notified them. 

My recollection is that Powell and/or Hosty said they ate together near the 
TSHD. There was probably a place in that block of Elm. I think a German-type place was 
there and that Penn took me there once for some wurst.lt is not impossible that Powell 
and Hosty ate together, perhaps with the other guy, and that they wanted to keep their 
other interest out of the records that might go to others whether or not ever published. 

Hosty and Revill are as far to the right as even Dallas permits. Revill has the 
reputation of being an honest cop. However, he does have his beliefs and h&lds them 
strongly. The last job I knew he had was with a man known as BBumbright," I thinfr . The 
Bright of the scurrilous ad financing. He had a trucking company and Revill was his 
security man. Revill was out 9 f town the day I tried to see him through his wife, then 
Henry Wade's secretary. I don t know whether he did not return until after I left or 
just didn^t want to see me. * 

Some of the cops are opening up a bit. Lavelle was quite open with Rod Gibson 
of the Enquirer recently. Rod has spoken to others and has promised to write a memo. 

The thrust seems to be that while they believe Oswald guilty they also believe there 
was a conspiracy. This Wa3 more widelt believed in Dallas than idle WC records show. 

Earl Golz recently had a story 1 have not seen on an alleged °swald-Ruby con- 
nection said to he based on some newly-reported and disappeared documentation of the 
time 0 


The address makes the first-place position of Oswald more important. Without 
it one could conjecture that it is first because of the 2d-floor encounter. You might 
want to consider with this the falsehood that he was the only one who did not return 
hence the immediate interest in him. Maybe it was an innocent mistake but I am in- 
clined to think not. 

Belin note; he did apply earlier. Thejg^told me. 


-;>■ The LHO literature with the 544 address; the FBI never did and never would give 
the Commission a copy of that. The Commission finally got it from the Secret Service. 

If you have a clear xerox of this I’d appreciate it because I'm dining with Lamont 1l/l8 
in NYC and I can't find mine, (i know where it was filed and it is not there. I have a 
separate 544 file.) 


I knew the WC used at least two versions of the Mariello slip. 



22H807« Hoover is cute in omitting from his letter to Rankin, the first page 
of this exhibit the fact that the single print lifted was not that of LHO. The two 
visible maskings makes me wonder because I recall LHO using only a singlestamp on any- 
thing. Could this have been where the print was? The person whose print this was has 
never been idenlafied. % suspicion is that it was a colleague of LHO's. Why not ask 
Archives for a copy? Of the handbill itself. 

It is good that you are able to take a new look. With what we learn whenever 
we do this we csin see and understand more. 

Ifl this is an example I hope you have time for much more! 

A careful, check of the edited tape with the police logs discloses three dif- 
ferent voices to Hod, who listened closely several times yesterday, but does not establish 
the time as It 10. Interestingly the second transcript has a 1*10 time when the tape 
says 1 ^.However, I regard omission of Bowley except from the 26 as persuasive. There 
are places where there is reamarkbly little traffic for four minutes at a time there 
and I think that timing the running of the recording would give them away. I've asked 
for the full one: two ways, from my source ands of %ry ^ err ell, who promised this to 
me jrear3 ago, through Bud. 

If you carry this long memo further and it looks more protnising please let me 
have an extra copy and I'll see if I can interest a od, who is a good friend and has 
his own interests in this. 


Best] 



